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LETTERS TO PROMINENT PERSONS. 



No. III. — To the Rev. Henry M. Dexter. 

Reverend and dear sir : — The influence of the old An- 
dover Theological Seminary has been so commanding upon the 
theology of this country, its attitude is still so important, and the 
new departure in its career has been so widely discussed, that the 
antagonism of one whose learning and whose writings have made 
him an authority in the Congregational churches cannot fail to 
be of serious import. That you received your professional edu- 
cation at Andover is of less importance than that your whole 
subsequent life has been identified with the interests of Congre- 
gationalism. Not only the place of your birth but the chosen 
studies of your later life seem to identify you in a peculiar manner 
with that system of theology and with that ecclesiastical organiza- 
tion, adopted by our forefathers and modeled more closely than any 
other upon those whose foundations were established in Judea 
eighteen hundred years ago. When, therefore, you strenuously and 
continuously oppose the "New Departure" of Andover, it is not 
to be set aside as the flippant hostility of a foe, glad to seize upon 
any pretext for hostility, but as the reluctant opposition of a friend 
forced to differ from those with whom his strongest wish is to 



As I understand your position, it is not whether the creed of 
Andover Seminary or the creed of the Andover professors be the 
right creed. It is not even whether it were wise in the founders 
of the Seminary to impose such a creed upon the professors. It 
is that the Seminary creed is one thing and the professors' 
creed is another ; that the founders did impose their creed upon 
the professors and that the professors cannot honestly subscribe 
to it, while holding their own substantially different creed. Yet 
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they do subscribe to it. They not only subscribe to it when they 
become professors but they repeat their oath every five years. 
Apparently the founders, knowing the restless tendency of the 
human intellect, meant to bind it hard and fast. 

I confess I have not been quite able to see how the professors 
slipped their hands out of the iron wristlets. In my obscure and 
distant corner of the Master's vineyard, I have been a constant 
reader of your religious journal. I have depended upon it for all 
my knowledge of the great ecclesiastical world, and in large meas- 
ure for my own ecclesiastical opinions, and I have fully shared your 
inability to recognize the principles of honor and intelligence which 
permitted the Andover professors to take the iron-clad oath of our 
iron-clad ancestors, yet to preach and to teach a doctrine which 
would have made every joint in their armor rattle. 

To say that I have received light from an unexpected quarter, 
meaning yourself, would not be quite true, because your life and 
labors have been such that light from you is never unexpected. In 
your reasoning upon this matter you employ the true scientific 
method, and in so doing almost make us converts to the Eev. Mark 
Pattison's theory that knowledge is the ozone of the soul and the 
only real cure for our superstitions, stupidities and vices. Instead 
of loose endless and useless argument about opinions you give two 
important and conclusive facts. From your abounding treasure- 
house of Puritan lore, you simply bring forward what the Andover 
founders believed and what were the words of the pledge which 
they exacted of the professors. This is worth reams of talk. 
You enable us to judge for ourselves, and in this you have done to 
the cause of truth the greatest service. 

That service is not lessened in the smallest degree by the fact 
that the light you hold out to us shines on a different path from 
the one to which you point. We may be surprised that you do 
not walk in that light, but we are none the less grateful to you for 
the light. 

You give two reasons why the continuance of the Andover pro- 
fessors in the Andover Seminary seems to you inconsistent and in- 
explicable, and of these two reasons one would shut out substan- 
tially all living Congregationalists and the other would let in all 
living heretics. This is certainly a wider scope than you intend, 
but a few moments of consideration will show to your keen intelli- 
gence that it is not wider than your words necessitate. 
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In your first reason, treating of future probation, which is the 
point in dispute, you pertinently remind your readers, or rather, 
since probably most of them were entirely ignorant of it, you sug- 
gest to them that old-school Calvinism knew nothing about the 
modern doctrine of probation for men, here or hereafter. The 
Andover creed, you tell us, knew nothing about it. Adam, accord- 
ing to this old-school Calvinism, was the Federal Head, the repre- 
sentative of his race. He, and he alone, was placed in a state of 
probation. He fell. By reason of his fall all his descendants were 
born sinners. With him probation ceased. All his sons and 
daughters had their probation in him. They had and have none 
of their own. God, of his mere good pleasure from all eternity, 
elected some to everlasting life. They will be saved. Those not 
elected will not be saved, but "rejection of Christ is neither the 
cause nor the condition of the condemnation of the non-elect," 
though acceptance of Christ is necessary to the salvation of the 
elect. 

" What," you justly ask ; "what possible unity of spirit can 
there be between this scheme of belief and one which involves pro- 
bation following death ? " 

But, I ask, what possible unity of spirit can there be between 
this scheme of belief and one which involves probation following 
Adam ? The difference between the Andover professors and their 
opponents you demonstrate to be a matter of time, not of prin- 
ciple. The Andover founders believed probation to stop with 
one man at the beginning of the world, and they meant to bar out 
from their seminary everyone who did not believe the same. You 
of the anti-future-probationists believe that probation goes on to 
the end of the world for every man and then stops, and you 
leap through the Andover creed into the Seminary halls and 
teach that doctrine. The Andover professors believe that pro- 
bation not only goes to the end of the world but may go on in- 
definitely after, and they take the same hand-spring through the 
creed and stand teaching by your side, and you turn to them 
with startled conscience and say : " Go away. You do not belong 
here. You do not agree with the Andover creed. You did not 
come in by the old Calvinistic gate." 

" And you !" why should they not say ? " If you can crash 
in through the creed with your probation for the millions of men 
since Adam, why have we not a right to follow with that proba- 
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tion indefinitely extended ? The rent is not one inch made worse 
by our athletics. It is only that we hare a little longer tail to our 
kite. 

" There is far less difference between our opinion and yours 
than between yours and the opinion of the founders. They gave 
probation to one man and to one man only, and that for a small 
part of his life. You give it to all men, for all their lives. We 
push its possibilities beyond this life. We only grant an extension 
of terms. You make new terms. We have all jumped the old 
school Calvinism gate so that is past praying for. If we, pres- 
ent Andoverians, have jumped a little higher than Professor Park 
and Professor Phelps, we cannot pretend that it is because we 
have more agility than they, and you need not suggest that it is 
because we have less specific gravity. It is only because the 
debris of outworn doctrines are slowly burying the old gate that 
did good service in its day, so that we have a little more ' rising 
ground ' to stand on. Our feat of strength is really no greater 
than yours, though we mark higher on the scale." 

Thus, then, your first reason shows that unless Professor Park 
and Professor Phelps and their contemporaries believed that there 
had been no probation since Adam ; that those who are lost are 
lost not because they reject Christ but because God, of his own 
good pleasure, did elect them to damnation, they had no more 
right to be professors in Andover Theological Seminary than have 
the brothers Smyth. The Andover creed must have been just as 
hard swearing for them as it is for the present professors. 

It may be that they are all wrong ; but certainly they are all 
wrong together. You find great difficulty in understanding "how 
good men like our friends [at Andover] can reconcile it to their 
conscience once in five years to profess that they believe, and to 
promise to teach this creed, while in works they deny it ;" but Pro- 
fessor Park and Professor Phelps must have had just as tough a wres- 
tle with their consciences. They prevailed ; they got into the Sem- 
inary ; they gave the founders the go-by ; they left Adam to work 
out his own salvation, and they taught their young men to do the 
same, till every hillside between San Francisco and Bastport bristles 
with present probation, and now it is really droll to see these 
heretics of yesterday prodding the heretics of to-day with the same 
ox-goads wherewithal the heretical founders of day-before-yester- 
day attempted to prick and stimulate the jaded consciences of yes- 
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terday. Must it not be assumed that men widely known, largely 
influential, leaders of religious thought, scholars of life-long study, 
have a good deal to say for themselves when they pursue a course 
which seems not the shortest line between two points ? 

What it is that they have to say for themselves, your second 
reason amply supplies. You wisely cite the creed imposed upon 
all Andover professors by the founders of the Seminary, and we 
see that it requires them to pledge themselves " to open and explain 
the Scriptures with integrity and faithfulness," and to " inculcate 
the Christian faith, . . . according to the best light God shall give 
them." Surely in this lies their complete justification. Nay, 
more, in this lies their imperative obligation. They pledge them- 
selves to open the Scriptures with integrity, with wholeness — not 
partially, not with reference to what they have been taught, or to 
what the founders believed, but according to the best light God 
shall give them. Herein lies true liberty. Herein are our iron- 
clad ancestors glorified. No freedom of modern thought has ad- 
vanced one inch beyond this out-post which these old-school Cal- 
vinists took and guarded. Nor is it pertinent to say that they 
builded better than they knew. Haply and happily we all build 
better than we know when we do the right thing. Consequences 
belong to the Almighty. In sore strait, limited in knowledge, 
hampered by narrow circumstances, hard beset by stern nature, 
our grand and rugged Fathers hammered, as it were, out of the 
flinty rock, this precious metal of truth, loyalty " to the best light 
God shall give." All their narrowness, their prejudice, their iron 
bands, their rigid Calvinism, are to be judged in this softened and 
hallowed light. The large is not to be limited by the small. The 
small is to be interpreted by the large. 

You, dear sir, seem not quite disposed to follow ; perhaps not 
quite clear to see the way they marked. You would limit the 
large by the small ; but then there is no use in having any large. 
There is no meaning in the large. You do not admit that the 
professors are endowed with liberty to teach whatsoever the 
Scriptures, studied according to the best light God shall give them, 
may suggest. You quote another sentence from the same pledge, 
commanding them to teach " in opposition not only to atheists 
and infidels, but to Jews, Papists, Mohammedans, Arians, Pela- 
gians, Antinomians, Arminians, Socinians, Sabellians, Unitari- 
ans and Universalists ; and to all heresies and errors, ancient or 
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modem, which may be opposed to the Gospel of Christ, or hazardous 
to the souls of men." 

The italics are yours, but I adopt them with concurrent 
emphasis as the ample explanation of the creed, the absolute justi- 
fication of the professors. The concluding summary shows the 
principle on whieh the exclusions were made. The specifications 
show what doctrines the founders considered to be heresy. The 
principle which they enunciated holds good to this day. It is as 
fresh, as vital now, as it was on the day in which the Seminary 
was founded with prayer and praise. But neither do the profess- 
ors antagonize the principle which the fathers of Andorer formu- 
lated, nor do they teach the heretical doctrines named. There is, 
therefore, now no condemnation for their subscription oath. 

The gist of your argument is in your italics and small capitals, 
but it may be divided into two branches. In so many words you 
hold that the professor is not to be endowed with unlimited liberty 
to teach whatsoever the Scriptures studied according to the best 
light God shall give him, may suggest. You maintain that nothing 
can discharge him from the prior and greater obligation of hiding, 
even if extinguishing, the candle of the Lord under the bushel 
measure of old-school Calvinism. And further than this, you 
imply that his study of the Scripture has led him into heresy and 
error. 

For the first, I so far differ from you, that I look upon the 
words you have cited, as furnishing a marvelous example of the 
way in which the Creator of men seems to overrule their wishes 
and designs to his own purpose ; to guard those who faithfully 
seek and serve Him against the mistakes of their own limitations. 
These Andover founders were the wise and liberal Christians of 
their day, and God so framed their words that their liberality over- 
lapped their narrower consciousness and came down to this present 
moment to enfold and protect their intellectual heirs and assigns. 
They rejected Atheism and Universalism and all the isms included 
between the two. Yet so loyal were they to the truth that their 
words permitted, nay enjoined truth to be sought and taught even 
into the very heart of what they deemed to be wildernesses of 
error. They abhorred heresy, yet God gave them to decree that 
the flower of truth should be plucked from the nettle of the most 
deadly heresy. To interpret them otherwise, is to make the light 
of God and the word of the founders of none effect. To suppose 
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otherwise is to suppose that the founders meant to say to the profess- 
ors " You may think and teach whatever God tells you, so long as 
it does not conflict with what we tell you." We know them too 
well to assume for a moment that they set themselves above the Most 
High. That would be absurd. It is not absurd to assume that they 
exhorted implicit obedience to the Divine light, naming the things 
which they believed to darken the Divine light ; but naming them 
with a qualifying clause, which left even them to the redeeming 
influence of further light. They fervently believed Jews, Papists, 
TTniversalists, to be the Servants of Sin. They had a definite 
end in view, and they took no account of the real and heavenly 
mission of the Jews ; of the splendid and enduring ecclesiastical 
organization which has indeed enforced error with an iron hand, 
but which has also conserved truth through deadly perils ; of that 
substantial and benevolent quality in Universalism which may 
have defied reason and disregarded facts, yet which sought to 
glorify God, and force, as it were, all men to enjoy Him forever. 
But God giveth to his beloved sleeping. These noble and faith- 
ful men consecrating their property to His service, might have 
fastened their partial truths upon the future, but that God him- 
self, is it too much to believe, inspired them with principles and 
words ample to hold the more rounded truths which their own be- 
loved Institution should help to evolve. Instead of binding their 
professors to give up the study of Scripture if it should lead them 
into Papacy, they so framed their words, shall we not say taught 
of God ? — as to rule out of Papacy and the other doctrines only 
that quality and portion which is opposed to the Gospel of Christ 
and hazardous to the souls of men. What they deemed heresy, is 
temporary. To modern society Antinomians and Socinians are 
but words, are but ancient history. The spirit of the rale drawn 
up by the Andover Fathers is eternal. Before the foundations of 
Andover were laid, and when of her walls not one stone shall be 
left upon another, still was it, and still will it be, human duty to 
teach and to preach according to the best light God shall give, and 
against all heresies and errors which may be opposed to the gospel 
of Christ or hazardous to the souls of men. 

But even if the founders did not intend this large liberty to 
open and teach the Scriptures, the professors are not less justified ; 
for with the net spread wide open to Atheists and all heretics, the 
professors are not caught. Even you do not maintain that they are 
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in the net. Even you only accuse them of flying toward the net. 
All that you can say is that if the founders were alive now the 
professors would be caught. They maintain that future proba- 
tion is not Universalism or any heresy. Where is the tribunal that 
shall authoritatively decide that it is ? If it is not, there is no 
case against them. Until it is proven authoritatively to be heresy, 
there is no case against them. Your indictment is not supported 
with that strength which marks your warfare against false doctrine, 
real heresy and schism. You claim that the professors should not 
follow any study of Scripture that leads them " toward Universal- 
ism." But you do not assume to say where the larger desire that 
all men should be redeemed to the love of God must stop in order 
not to infringe upon, not even to lead toward Universalism. You 
say that the Andover professor " must in like manner be held to 
promise not to follow it in the direction of future probation, pro- 
vided that can fairly be classed with any of these banned faiths." 
Who is to decide whether it can fairly be classed with the banned 
faiths or not ? You yourself do not venture categorically to ban 
it, though you do give it a tentative and qualified push in that 
direction. I certainly do not class it with the banned faiths, un- 
less my own church has utterly misled me as to what the banned 
faiths are. The banned faiths themselves look askance at it, and 
only put up cautionary signals. The suspects loudly and every- 
where proclaim that it is no heresy, no error, no form of the 
banned faiths, that it is not opposed to the Gospel of Christ, but is 
in strictest accordance with it, is indeed deducible from it ; that 
it is not hazardous, but indispensable to the souls of men ; abso- 
lutely necessary to the harmony of the gospels with the under- 
standing which is given by the inspiration of the Almighty. 

And to meet this, your only resort is to bring the dead out of 
their graves, and present as evidence the horror which they 
would feel for this doctrine, were they alive ! But it is nearly two 
hundred years since spiritual testimony was ruled out of court, 
and the bloody assizes of witchcraft closed forever. The written 
word remains. Until some established and recognized tribunal 
pronounces them heretics, there is no reason in their oath why the 
Andover professors should not stand in their lot to the end of the 
days. And when they are thus condemned, Professor Park and 
Professor Phelps must stand side by side with them in the same 
stocks and under the same condemnation. 
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I am speaking not in the interests of the Andover professors, 
nor of modern heresies. Not one of the objectionable professors 
have I ever met. Their faces I do not know. Their voices I have 
never heard. Their names I cannot wholly recall. Until the 
reading of your paper I was entirely though passively opposed to 
their position. All the classes of belief stigmatized by the Ando- 
ver creed as heresy and error I believe to be heresy and error. Or- 
thodox Congregationalism is the creed to which I was born, and 
to which, with every new light and every added experience, I the 
more devoutly, and, I believe, the more intelligently adhere. To 
my view, probation has neither past nor future, but is an eternal 
now. Now is the only accepted time. Now is the only day of 
salvation. Neither the to-morrow of this world, nor the to-mor- 
row of any other world is the time to turn from wickedness, to 
conform to law, to be reconciled to God. This is the day which 
the Lord hath made, in which we are to do justly, to love mercy, 
and to walk softly before Him to whom one day is as a thousand 
years and a thousand years as one day. 

I can hardly hope that my knowledge — but lately derived 
from you — can change your opinion to whom this knowledge has 
been long familiar. Yet it may perhaps comfort you concerning 
your friends, to know that one who has at least the advantage of 
looking at them from an entirely impartial point of view sees, in the 
light which your own intelligence affords, that they are true men 
and no spies ; that they are not only opening the Gospel accord- 
ing to the best light which God giveth them, but that they are also 
walking in the ordinances of the fathers and founders of Andover 
Seminary, blameless. 

I am, with great respect, 

Abth0b Richmond. 



